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U I I I I S I I D F • I I I I S I I • I • S 
BUSINESS IN NEBRASKA 
Prep a red by the Bureau o r BU li n .... R" • ., arc;b. Col i .. , .. of 8 .lll i "" •• Adminiatration 
NEBRASKA RURAL LABOR FORCE REPLACEMENT 
I:"br",k ... has the lowe It rural labor replacement ratio of any ratio. and rates for the rural farm male PQp..Liation were eomewhat 
.tate in the nation. according to figure. recently made available on Jow .. r than tho ... for the total rural and (or rural nonfarm male •. 
:he potentia l supply and replacement of runl male. of labor force In this state, the ratio for farm males was 140, 3 point! above the 
1ge for t he decade 1960-70 . Nebraska's low r atio, 137, mean. ralio for all rural male. and!) above the .. "tin for nonfarm male •. 
:hat if there were no ne t migration to or from the rural popu Lation Nebr'''''a ranked 16t h from the lowest in the rural farm replace-
.n the decade. and if the number of job openings were to remain ment ra t io in contraU to t he lowest in the tot al rural group. and 
lpproximately the same as in 1960. a bout 73 percent of the young second from the lowest in the rural nonfarm group. This ap -
nen reaching working age would find economic opportunitiel by 
,,~:plac.:ing older men in the rural population (100 divided by 1)7). 
rhus only 27 pe r cent of the young men in rural Nebraska would be 
pe a re to indicate that not al much migration took place from the 
Nebralka farm population p rior to 1960 as in many states. and not 
al much as from the nonfarm rural popula t ion of the Itate . Allo. 
Ie pendent on an increale in r ural job openings or would have to the 1960 Census diuribution o f age groups showed a larger per_ 
nOve to urban places to find work. centage of young adult s in the farm pojlUlation of the state than in 
Thi •• tate's highly advantageous position may be b.:!tter al~preci- the nonfarm . which would tend to raise the rural farm replace-
Ited by compa r ison with figures for t he Uni ted States as a whole ment ratio. 
l which the replaceme nt ratio of 177 means that nat ionally only 56 Data have been made availabLe not only for the sta te as a whole. 
,.ercent of rural young men reach ing wo rking age wouLd find jobl but aho for nine economic regions into which the s ta te has been 
~y replacing olde r men in the popu lation. and that 44 percent would divided. and for each of the counties. Analysis is t hus made of tbe 
have to find other opportunities . Among the statel. the rural re - entire rural population so that comparisons can be made of two 
pLacement ratiOI ranged from Nebraska's low, 1)7, to the highest rather different rura l populations - male s living On Nebraska 
rural r eplacement ratio. 284, in Alaska. farms and males living in rural nonfarm areas. 
The region in which Nebraska is located. the West North Central. Two m e asures are employed in making these comparisons : (I) 
had the lowe st rural replacement measu res of any of the regions. Replacement r at ios. the number of expected ent rantl per 100 e'( -
but the regional raHowa. 146, nine l'CIints above the Nebralka ra tio. pected depar t ures from the working ages, and (2) replacement 
Nebraska deviated from the national finding that replacement ra te I, the expected percentage increase in ( c..:ontinued On page 4 ) 
TABLE I 
NUMBER OF NEBRASKA RURA L MALES IN WORKING AGE GROUP IN 1960 AND ENTRANTS AND DEPARTURES TO 1970 
(1'bousanda ) 
~~ 
b" trants tures N~ b" lures Num- Rural 
Nebraska Areas 1960 1960-70 1960-70 b" 1960 1960-70 b" Farm 
Sand Hill. 14 . 1 ' .8 3.6 15 . 3 5 .7 '.0 1.7 6.0 8.3 ' .7 I., ,. 40 . 5 59.5 
North Platte Rive r n. 3 .., 3.' 15.0 6 .' ,.< 1.7 7.6 6 .< ' .5 1.5 7.' 51 .0 49.0 
Central Nebraska 42.0 15.6 11.4 46.2 18 .6 6 .6 5.1 20.1 23 . 5 ' .0 6 .3 26.2 43.3 56 .7 
Republican River 15.2 5.3 4.' 16 .3 7.0 , .. '.0 7.4 8. ' ,., z.z 8.' 45.4 54.6 
So . Centra l Nebr . U . 3 7.6 6.3 H .6 10.8 3.5 3. 1 11.2 11.5 .., 3.1 12.6 46.6 53.4 
Central Mo. Valley-
N. E . Nebraska 19.4 7.' 5.3 21.3 8 .5 ,., ' . 3 ' .1 10 . 9 '.3 ' .8 12.4 41. 8 58.2 
£entra l Mo . Valley-
S.E. Nebraska 6 .5 5.1 20 .5 8 .' 3.0 '.3 ' .6 10 . 1 3.5 '.8 10 .8 47.3 52.7 
Lincoln SMSA 1.8 1.3 7.1 4.8 I.Z .8 5.' 1.8 .6 .5 I., 73 .2 26.8 
Omaha SMSA '.0 1.6 12 .8 8 .8 3.< I.Z 11.0 1.5 .6 .< 1.7 86 .7 13 . 3 
Totals l 57 .7 42.0 178.1 80.0 27.4 lO .l 87.l 8l.l 30 . 3 ll.5 91.0 48.9 51.1 
Nebr . Males 18 - 64 169 . 9 64 . 2 4l.0 192. . I 84.0 30 .0 lO.3 93 .7 85 . 9 34 .2 21.7 98 .4 48 .8 51.2 
Nebr . Ma les 18" 19 7.7 6.5 ., 14 .0 '.0 ' .6 .1 6.5 3.7 3.' . 1 7.5 46.4 53.6 
affects totah in some columns. 
, Economic Research Se 
M • • • u R N • N E • 
_Business Summa ry-
R • s • • • u • N • s s 
Nebraaka'. relail aale. in March were 9.~ above the year-ago 
level. Hard l0od, ;ncreaaed 1.8" mainlY.I. reaul t of a ZJ.l" 
OoUa .. volume of bu,inUI in Nebruka in F'ebruarr was up 6.0," increau in (arm equipment n.le •. Soft 1100<11 increased 12.1" 
hom a year ago. The U.s. dollar volume incre •• ed 3.8". Pbya- with all three .oh good. categorlea (food atore ••• " .. vi<;e atationa 
le .. l volume increa.ed from a year ago 6.S," in Nebr, ... ka and 3.4,. and mi.cellaneoul atorea) having i nc re •• ea of about 12," over I ... t 
in the United Statea. From February to Marc h . 1967 t he dollar year. Automobile lalea wal the only catego ry lowe r than Ia,t 
volume rOle I 1.3ft in Nebuaka and declined 0.6,.. in the United year - mainLy.a a ruult of low activity in the Imaller ci ti u and 
Statu. Fo r thb lame period the phYlical volume rOle 9.)'" in rural countlel. 
Nebralka and inc.-ealed 0.6.,. in the United Statel. In Nebnuka, Unadjus ted ci ty indexel of bUlinell ac t ivi t y Increa led in 16 o f 
conl t ruc t lon ( ·ZZ"" wal the only activity below year·aso levell. the ZZ reportins ci t iel over March, 1966. The Itat e index in· 
Bank debit I had the Sru.tel t increue wi th Z).5.,.. crealed ).9'" from lalt year. 
All Hsurel on thil pase are adjulted for lealonal c hanses, which meanl that the month·to·month r atiOI are relative to the no rmal 
o r expect ed c hanSel. Fisuru in Cha .. t I (except the fint line) are adjulted where appropriate for pric e chansel. Galoline la le l 
fo r Nebruk.a a re for road ule only: for the United Statu they are product ion in the previoul month. E . L. BURGESS 
Calh farm marketinSI 
Electr icity produced 
Newlpaper adve rtillns 
I . NEB R ASK A and the U N I T E D STATES U. PHYSICAL VOLUM J 
A,o p,;;:;;ii,~,~ Month 
Month 
Mar. _ 
... ----- - 1f.iiii~;ij Ap'. May 
June 
--------------.JF"-------- j July 
Au S· 
SeJA.. 
Oct . 
_. ___________ ---F- _______ -j Nov_ 
iii _. _. Dec. 
Jan. 
Feb. 
19) .9 
190.3 
IS6.5 
19S.0 
197.7 
197.S 
194.S 
190.6 
IS5.Z 
194.Z 
IS9.1 
Z06. 7 
ZIO.) 
Z09.0 
Z06.0 
Z09.9 
Z 10.5 
ZOS.4 
ZOS.6 
Z09.Z 
l07.3 
l09.6 
l13. 4 
Z14.6 
Ill. RETAIL SALES for Sl!le c ted Citle l. T o tal, Hard Goods, and Soft Goodl Storl!l. Hard Gooch Include automobill!, huilding 
matl!rial. furn i ture, hardware, equipment. Soft Gooch include food, gaao line, department, clothing, and milcellaneous Itorel. 
MAR Pe r Cent .~r_ Same er Cent of MAR !"er ~ent ~( Same Pl!r Cent _of Month a Year AlO PrecediftS Month a Yl!ar AIO Prl!cedinl 
No. o f H",d Solt Montb No. of ...... SoC! M Ol'll)" 
City Reports· Total Good. Good. Total City Reportl. Total Good. Good. Total 
T HE STAT 830 109.9 101.8 IIZ .I 103.0 Fremonl Z8 96.0 95.1 9b.7 10Z.1 
F ai rbury Z3 104.0 108.5 100.3 104.5 
P.m'''' " 98.8 94.9 10Z.1 101.3 Norfolk " 108.3 II Z.Z 105.0 101.7 Lincoln 78 108.9 108.9 108.9 98.6 Scollibluff 14 96.5 89.3 IOl.7 91.0 ~~and I1land 
" 
Il6.0 109.7 140.7 119.3 Columbus Z5 113.8 II Z.3 115.6 109.1 
Haltingl I 
" 
94.7 96.0 93.6 98.0 McCook I' 105.l 97.0 113.8 107.3 North Platt~ I, 117 .5 I z5.6 111.8 106.4 Yo rk 30 IOl.0 90.0 111.7 109.8 
IV RETAI L SALES, Other Ciliu and Rura l Counties V. RETAIL SALES, by Subgroups, fo .. the St a le and Major D,v l llona 
MAR ~~ . of Per Cent o f Per Cent of MAR Per Cent of Saml! M onth a Year Ago s.m. Month Preceding Oma ha &tid Othe r Rural 
Locality !Reportl. A Year Ago Montb Type of Store Nebraska Lincoln Cltie, Countiel 
Kearney 2D 1 17.5 10l.S ~!-L STORES ... • 109.9 1Or. . 1 109.7 1 14 .8 
Alliance 
" 
133.Z 119.1 Selected Servicl!' 104. 5 101.6 107.4 104.5 
Nl!bruka City ,I 99. 4 Ill.6 ood I torel IIZ.7 10b.4 117.1 114.7 
Broken Bow I' II] . 3 99.Z GrOCl!riel and meat. 116.z ]03.7 Iz6.3 ] 18.6 
Fall, City I' 104.6 105.9 Eating and drinking pi 107 . 5 111.5 103.0 107.9 
Holdrl!se I, 105.4 10).1 Dairiea and othe r food. 107.6 107.Z 104.4 111.3 
Chadron Z4 97.0 97.5 Equipment 105.0 104.6 100.l 110.1 
Bea!rice I' Il9.9 14l.4 Building material 10 I. 7 93.7 104.4 107.1 
Sidney Z5 98.7 108.4 Hardware dealers 100.S 90 .6 105.8 105.9 
So. Sioux City 13 113.9 115.4 Farm equipment Ill.1 15).1 104 .0 Ill.Z 
Home equipment 101. 3 98.) 91.4 114.1 
Antelope I' 116.l IZ4.S Automotive a torel 103.4 105.9 101.5 IOl. 8 
Ca .. Z3 105.3 IOb.5 Automotive dealerl 97.8 103.8 99.5 90.0 
Cuming 13 103.5 10l.3 Sl!rvice l!a!lonl ] 13.0 114.0 109.l 115.7 
Sand Hilla" Z4 118.8 101.'1 M i,cl!lIaneou. "orel 111.l 103.5 109. L Ill.l 
Dodgl!··· 13 109.0 87.7 General merchandhe 103. ] 98.8 96.4 114.Z 
Franklin 10 113.0 105.0 Va riety Itore, IZ3.4 IZZ.9 11 9.9 IZ1.S 
Holt 15 1]0.0 94 . ) Apparel Ito rea III. 7 97.l 117.3 IlO. 5 
aunder. I' 103.6 106.0 Lwrury loodl . torel 119.8 Ill.4 110.] 136.9 
Thayer , 100.7 9S.l Drug .torel 107.9 106.4 105.7 I] 1.5 
Milc. count ie j 57 114 .7 IOl.5 Other Ito re , 117 . 1 9S.6- IZZ.6 llO.l 
Liquor , t ore • 105.4 104 .6 104 . 1 108.1 
. Nol inC ludln Ii uor store . , q • • • Outllde Princi al Cit p y •••• Not inc luding Selected Servicea and Liquor Store • 
II E A S u • • G • E 8 R A S t< A • U • N • • s 
UNADJUSTED C ITY INDEXES 
P HYSICAL VOLUME OF BUSINESS ~1Pf.i 1967 
u.s. __ _ 
NEBR._ 
•• 
on this page a r e not adju ll ted for l ealonal chan ge I nor for price changes. Build ing activity include s t he e !fects of paat 
iii present building permits, on the theGTY that nOI all building il completed in the month the permit il i .. ued. E . L. B . 
VI CITY BUSINESS lNDICATORS 
MAR Po< en! 0 Same M onth a ear Ago 
State Or C ity B. nk Building Retail Electricity Coo Water Poatal News paper 
City Indue Debita Activity Sa lou Cons umed Con ....... ed _pod Receipts Advertising 
The State 103.9 102.2: 78.9 109.9 101.2: 99 .5 106.4 112:.2: 99.8 
Beatrice IOZ .6 104.4 34.1 12:9 . 9 117 . 2: 105.9 44.3 102:.7 91 .6 
""' ... 100.4 103 .8 81.7 98.8 105.5 97.8 101.3 113.0 93 . L Lincoln 104.6 L03.4 79.7 108.9 107.4 101.9 105 .8 12:0.6 n.? 
Grand Idand ] 10.1 107 .7 68 .0 126.0 113.3 110.4 1 13.4 99.0 - -
Hutings 96.4 105 .2 80 .8 94.7 98.7 101.0 112.4 91.3 9L.2 
Fremont 103.2 10l.4 57 .1 96 .0 121.2 NA 113 .4 100.8 NA 
No rth Platte 113.3 110.5 104.4 117.5 103.4 85 . 5 120 .7 IN.8 130. 4 
Kea rney 107.5 100.2 33 .7 117.5 10 7 .2 102.6 138 .7 112.6 NA 
cotubluf{ 103.0 n.4 112.1 96.5 100.5 89.8 124 .6 120.2 97.0 
Norfolk 108.5 88.2 48. 5 108.3 108.1 108.1 109.5 124.2 114.5 
Columbul 107.5 108.9 62.3 113.8 107.8 101.5 125. 2 102.6 110.6 
M cCook 98. 6 96.4 H.6 105.2 108.0 84 . 9 NA 114.6 NA 
idney 91.6 106.4 780.4 98.7 84.1 85.9 88 .2 87.8 NA 
Alliance 99 .4 79.0 69.5 133.2 99.5 94.9 100.9 I H .4 102 . I 
Nebraska City 108 .8 116.7 H .6 99.4 104.9 115.7 II 5 .8 105.9 NA 
o. Sioux City 9 1.4 NA 78.2 I I 3. 9 136.8 69 .0 NA 104.6 NA 
Yo rk 105.4 108.9 140.9 102.0 117.3 105.4 NA 98 .4 -
Fslle City 100. 5 93 .7 78 .7 104 .6 107.8 109.5 101.0 102.8 93. 5 
Fairbury 102.6 94 . 5 17. 5 104 .0 114. 1 114 .4 107 . 1 102.5 96.7 
Ho ldre ge 110 . 7 130.9 371.4 105 .4 n.1 108 .4 108 . 1 1 15.5 NA 
Chad ron 108.9 123.2 79 .2 97 .0 114.8 n.5 116 .7 1 15.0 NA 
Broken B ow 99.4 137 .4 50 . 5 111.3 103.6 97. 1 115.0 8 4 .2 85.4 
MAR Per Cent of P r eceding Month (Unadjul ted) 
State or City B.nk Bui1ding Retail ELectricity eu Water PostaL Newspaper 
C ity Index Debi t s Activity S ales Conel1med Conl umed Pumped Receipts Advertieing 
The State 107.4 94.4 105.6 12 1.6 101.9 83.5 122.6 100.7 124.3 
Be atrice 103.2 122.3 74.3 168.9 82.0 75.1 106.6 105.7 118.6 
Om a ha 114 . 8 80.1 128.5 1 19 . 3 106.1 83 .4 118.3 IN .I 115.5 
Lincoln 98.0 80 .7 95. I 1 15 . 9 96 . 1 77 .2 134.0 86.1 114.6 
Grand b land 1 10.6 115.0 89.0 139.7 107.3 95.2 116.4 103.8 - - -
HasHngs 1 15 . 8 11 0 .0 129.3 115.3 84.9 77 .0 121.3 116.4 182.9 
Fremont 114.8 108.1 123 . 3 120.1 107.6 NA 127.9 105 .6 NA 
North Pistt" 112.3 106.1 99. 5 125.2 n.1 93.8 133.4 118.4 159.0 
Kearney 109.3 111.9 90.2 1 19.9 75.3 98.9 157.3 117.1 NA 
cotub lufC 110.2 113 .2 122.8 106.9 I I 1.2 91.1 166 .4 109 .5 82 . 8 
Norfolk 116.8 120.3 83.2 1 19.7 108.9 78.3 125. I I Z2.4 118.2 
Columbue 119.3 120.3 113.Z 129. 1 107.2 66. 1 142.0 114.5 133.5 
McCook 94.1 107.1 79.0 127.5 96.3 n.5 NA 94 . 1 NA 
idney 101.9 105 .7 70.5 128.9 89.5 73.2 110 . 5 117 .8 NA 
Alliance 114.3 104 .2 68. I 143.9 88.3 84.3 136.9 128 . 1 136 .5 
Nebraska City 98.8 107 .Z 76.8 145.9 93.7 95 .4 91.9 108 .2 NA 
o . Sioux City 93.8 41. 8 87.9 136.3 114 .7 87. 7 NA 8 4. 9 NA 
York 104.3 IZ 2 .2 95.4 130.0 100.8 75.9 100.5 102.8 -
Falls City 114.4 117.6 n.1 124.5 105.1 94. 1 117 .2 120 .2 II 7.8 
Fai r bu r y 112.8 112.2 99.5 123.2 101.2 94 . 2 14 !.I 118 .0 119 .6 
Holdrege 10 4.4 112 .7 66 . 7 121 .6 n.6 90 .7 86.5 148.4 IZ2.6 
Chadron 11 0.0 115 .7 83.4 114.7 100.5 9 4. 3 11 4 .7 118 .0 NA 
Broken Bow 11 3 .4 107 .6 573 .7 117.8 102. 9 70.4 138.6 98 .3 125.4 
(Continued from Hut page ) the numbe r of males of ing age would increase i f nOne of tho.e reaching thi" ase should 
working a ge . Thul the re .,lacement ra t ios and rates a re ba sed on misrate from the area . 
the projected su rviva l and retirement from 1960 to 1970 o f persons T hu" in the a bsence of new economic re SOurCes or expansion o f 
in the " ''O rking a ges at the beginning of the deca de a nd the projected existing re sour ces. areas of high replacement .-atios a nd rates are 
survival of l .... rson8 who would become of working age du r ing the those mos t like ly to experience he aVy out migration in the current 
d e ca de. An a ssum ption of no migration into or out of the lpecified de<:adc . It may ha ppen , however, that an are a with a hig h r eplace-
rural age groups is m a de in order to i ilus trate I>o tent ia i rural ment ratio is expe riendng unusually rapid economic e xpansion, 
labor supjlly . or there m a y be d efici ts of particular ty pes of labor· such as p ro-
F'igures hilTe re po r t ed were publ is hed recently in a s tudy done fessional or s killed wo rkers · in area l of only modest economic 
by the Human Resources Branch of the Economic Resear<:h Servi<:e growth e ven though the lo<:al su pply of labor of othe r ca tego r ies is 
o f the US . Department of Agricul ture, The measures used in the in substantial su rvlus, 
s tudy indicate the rela t ionships between the numbers ent ering a nd It m ay al so happen that an area with a moderate ra t io may b e an 
leaving the working ages , a nd the c hange in the working·age male are a of large r-than-indicated aurplus if i ts economi<: opportuni t ies 
populatio n impLied by the number of entrants and departures from are declining. T hus the replacement rat ios for the farm populaHon 
the se age groups . unders tate the replacement po te ntial in mos t areas a s numbers o f 
In t h is s tudy the c La ssificat ions of rural populatio n, made up farming o"po rtunities de dine wi th incre a ses in size o f farm s , 
of r u ral farm and rural nonfarm, cor respond to those used in the technological advance s, and the i nability of young men t o Hnd the 
1960 Census of P opu lation . The farm population consists of pe r- ne<:e,sary c apital to enter farming. 
"on s living in r u ral te r r i tory on placel of 10 or mO r e acre. fro m Although the re pla cement ratios and rates alone do not contain 
which sales of fa rm produc t s amounted to SSO or more in I ')S9 Or sufficient information to allo w an evaluation of economic trends in 
on places of len lhan 10 a Cre! from which sales of farm produ<:h an are a, they are usefu l indi<:ators of are as of potential oversupply 
amount ed to SZSO or mOre in 19S9. The rural nonfarm population, or undersu pply of labor. The implied numbe r s above the replace -
which <:ompr iaes the rema ining r u ral popu latio n, consists of pe r- ment rate are , in effec t , the approximate number of rural men for 
sons who live in place. of le~s than Z.500 population . Thus in 54 whom additional jobs will have to be found some where in the eco -
of the 93 Nebraska counties , the entire population is cla ~ s ified a s nom y in the pres e nt decade, e ithe r with in Or out side the area of 
r u ral. Coun l ie~ in this catego ry are indica ted with an as terisk in r esidence in whi c h they were loca ted in 1960. In ge neral. there . 
Table Ill. a e it should be kept in mind that the replacement ratee fo r e, the Nebraska county repla cement ratios and rates eupply the 
and ratios apply to the entire population of count iu so duignated . m ost re liable information available to indicate the d egree to which 
Ratioa and rate e of replacement are shown only if the data us ed a population group is re pla cing itself over time . 
could be based On a de .... rling population deemed large e nough to 1t is estimated that in the abs ence of migration, 57,600 young 
y ie ld reliable ruults . T hey are omitted in all casu from counties rural males aged 10 .1 9 in 1960 will reac h working age in Nebraska 
whe re the nu mber o f project ed departures fr om the working age during the Current de cade, and that over 41,BOO older males will 
was leu than 100, F'or this reason. no rat ios were computed in ') leave the labor force through death Or retirement, giving the Slate 
Nebraska count ies - Arthur, Banner, Bla ine, Grant . Logan, Lou p, a ne t incre ase of 15 ,800, Or 9.7.,. . Of the total group of entrant s to 
McPherson , Thoma l, and Wheele r. Of the B4 counties computed, the labor fo r ce, Z7,300 are in the rural nonfarm group. and 30, 300 
only S _ Adams, Colfax, Hooker, Keya P aha, and Saline - have re - are in the farm category. Departu re s from the nonfarm group are 
p lacement ratios o f less than 100 ; i.e .. ratios which imply that i f estimated at ZO ,ZOO, le aving a net inc rease of 7,100, 8.9'10, and de-
the num be r of m en of wo rking age is to be maintained, migration partures fr om the fa rm population , ZI, 600, with a net increase of 
in to these counties must OCCur . All other count ies had replacement 8 ,700, Or 1O.6'J'. . 
ratios of more than 100 showing that the numbe r o f m en of wo rk- Figure s are available for the s tate for the age group 18 - 64 as 
REPl-ACEMENT RATIOS I AND 
TABLE 11 
RATES.2 MALES I N WORKING AGE CROUP 20-64, 1960-70 
. 
Pe rcentage Needing New 
Rural Rural Nonfarm Rural Farm Job Opportuni t ies3 
Nebraska Areas Ra tio .. " Ratio Ra" Ratio Rate RUral Rural Nonfarm Rura l F i r m 
Sand Hills 1" 8.1 "0 6.1 140 9 .S· 24 17 Z9 
North Platte River 1" 13.0 1)8 9.4 174 16.9 35 18 43 
Central Nebraska 136 9.8 130 8.' 141 Il.l 
" " " Re publican Riv e r '" 
7 . 1 117 5.0 133 8.9 
" 
15 Z5 
South Central Ne braska "0 5.7 110 3.0 "9 8.' 17 8 23 
Central Mo , Valley-N.E. Nebr . 140 _10.6 124 6.7 1" \3,7 Z9 19 34 
Central Mo . Valley · S.E. Nebr. 1Z7 7. 3 131 8.0 124 6.7 
" 
23 19 
Lincoln SMSA 140 8.0 14 9 8.' 1Z7 7. 5 Z9 3J 
" Omaha S MSA Z55 Z3 . 3 "8 Z9.4 155 14.1 '1 
" 
35 
State u a Whole, Age Group ZO -64 137 9.7 135 8.8 140 10.S Z7 
" 
Z9 
State a. a Whole, Age Group 18-6 4 153 . 13.1 148 11. 6 158 14.6 35 3Z 37 
Effect of Mall'll IB t. 19 o n 
Ratios and Ra tes 
'" 
+3.4 
" 
+2 .B "8 +4 .1 ,8 ., 
'" 
lReplacement Ratio. indicate the number of e x pected entrant s per 100 expected depar tures among men of working age if none 
of the m en reaching the indicated age ahou ld m ig rate {ro m the are a. 
ZReplacement Rate s indi<:a te the percentages by which the working· age male popu lation would inc re a ae or decrease during the 
suc<:eeding decade if nO n e t inmigration o r outmigrat ion occurred. 
3Pe r centage of young r ura L men now r e aching working age. who muat find new job opportuni t ie s or go elsewhere . 
Source: Same as Table I. 
. 4 . 
U .'" 1 \ ' 1:. I' " J .1 ---- ,--------- - -----~-~-------
Published three times in J an uary. February. September. O ctober. and December. and 
wke in other months. by the University of Nebraska Office of Publications, Nebraska 
Hall. Lincoln . Nebraska 68508. Second class postage paid a t l.incoln. Nebraska. !--'---_ _ ___ _ ____ ---'_ -C.--'----___ .___ . __ 
ind ication o f labor supply and replacement would be available if 
the younger persons were included since most males who d o not 
go on t o c o lle ge begin working at about age 18 , and becaus e many 
pe r sons ha ve already mi g rat ed f rom the r ura l population b y age 
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20. Ne b raska m ig rat ion f i gures s how, however, that mi g ration of 
the 18 and 19 - ye ar - o lds ha s slowed app rec iably in the pas t fe w 
years. This decline has been attribut ed to the fact that many more 
youn g men are going to college and most of them are atte nding 
institutions of higher learnin g located in the ir home state. 
Wo rking males in Nebraska in the age groups 20-64 are alm os t 
evenly divided between rural farm and rural nonfarm, the form er 
const i t uting only slightly more than 51 perc e nt. Among the 18 and 19 
year o lds, the rural farm pe rcentage is highe r, almost 54 pe r ce nt. 
we ll as for the 20-64 year o lds , but the researchers found it im-
possible to p r ov ide county data including the 18 and 19 year-old 
In replacement ratios and rate s . a ll Nebraska areas show an i n -
c r ease i n the number of men of working age if none re achin g this 
age s hould m ig rate from the are a. Data on the number of males in 
........... , . T~i}r:E IiI '> 
RtJRAI... RUUkJ.'l'ONFAItMAND : RlJRAL-FA.RM MALES.20-6~ 
REPLACEMENt R.:\tIC)SAND:RA'rESi. NE'I\R\I\.SKAC()Ul\ITI,ES. 1960-70 
.. 
Replai:ement Repl~C~nient •··• . P~r.¢ep.tages, I ,,,1· It l'tepI~cement Percentage$ .• 
·.·. Ratios 1 Rates 2 ....•... l\Ionrepl~cement~ .........•.....• R~tioslRates2 Nonreplacement3 
Nebraska 
Adams 
Antelope" 
Arthur '" 
Banne r >:( 
B1aine':' 
Boone':' 
Box Butte 
Boyd" 
Brown ~:<: 
Buffalo 
Burt>};: 
Butler" 
Cass 
Cedar ':' 
Chase* 
Cherry 
Cheyenne 
Clay* 
~olfax 
Cuming 
Custer 
~akota 
Dawes 
pawson 
peuel.>;( 
lDixon~:~ 
podge 
Douglas 
Dundy" 
Fillmore* IF ranklin* IF rontie r* 
lFurnas '!< 
Gage 
Garden" 
parfie1d':' 
Gosper':' 
Grant* 
137 
83 
125 
124 
142 
143 
111 
166 
120 
136 
138 
155 
135 
17 3 
159 
141 
99 
13 3 
135 
157 
127 
162 
122 
123 
167 
245 
164 
120 
126 
121 
126 
141 
117 
114 
107 
Greeley':' 140 
Hall 150 
Hamilton 150 
Harlan':' 105 
Haye s~, 131 
Hitchc OCkj* 121 
Holt 138 
Hooker'" 96 
135 
57 
106 
113 
120 
96 
199 
119 
11 3 
143 
105 
125 
141 
133 
71 
74 
1 38 
217 
123 
187 
96 
92 
147 
268 
146 
120 
131 
94 
11 3 
142 
108 
127 
194 
97 
94 
102 
95 
140 
116 
138 
132 
130 
161 
131 
123 
162 
133 
195 
151 
176 
179 
156 
116 
171 
134 
119 
131 
153 
148 
191 
173 
121 
121 
148 
147 
139 
103 
82 
148 
118 
173 
118 
142 
151 
176 
9 .7 8.8 
-5 . 2 -14.1 
7.3 1.9 
7.4 
9.9 
12.4 
3.1 
18.0 
6.1 
10.1 
9.6 
15.4 
9.4 
15.4 
13 .7 
11.6 
-.2 
8.7 
9.8 
13.9 
7.1 
16.0 
6.4 
7.0 
14.7 
27.7 
15.4 
5.8 
7.3 
5.7 
7.5 
10.0 
4.8 
4.1 
1.9 
11.3 
12.7 
12.3 
1.5 
9.0 
6.3 
10.3 
-1.4 
4.4 
6.3 
-1.0 
26.2 
5.7 
4.2 
10.5 
1.6 
6. 9 
9. 1 
9.4 
-9.2 
- 8.6 
10.2 
23.1 
6.9 
20.3 
-1.0 
-2.4 
10.2 
29.8 
11. 6 
5.5 
8.2 
-2.1 
3 .8 
9.8 
2.9 
8.3 
18 .2 
-. 9 
-1. 9 
.8 
-1.6 
1 3.9 
4 . 7 - 21.9# -7 5.4# 
11.1 20.0 5 . 7 
9.5 
8.2 
16.7 
8 .7 
6.7 
15 . 7 
8 . 5 
24.0 
13.0 
15.7 
19. 7 
15.4 
4 . 2 
16. 6 
9 .5 
5.6 
7 . 3 
14 .3 
14.2 
1.9 . 9 
18 . 3 
6.3 
6.4 
10 .3 
12 .7 
10.1 
.9 
-4. 9 
13.3 
6.1 
16.4 
5.4 
12 .5 
14. 2 
17 . 3 
19.4 
29.6 
30.1 
10.0 
39 .8 
16.7 
26.5 
27.5 
35.5 
26.9 
42.2 
37. 1 
29 . 1 
-1.1 
24.8 
25.9 
36.3 
21.3 
38 .3 
18.0 
18.7 
40.1 
59 .2 
39 .0 
16.7 
10 . 6 
34.7 
20.6 
29 .0 
15.0 
12.3 
7.0 
28.6 
23.3 
23 .3 
4 .8 
23 .7 
17.4 
27.5 
-4.1 
11.5 
16.7 
-4.1 
8.3 
16.0 
10.5 
30.1 
4.8 
20.0 
29.1 
24.8 
-40.8 
27.5 
53.9 
19.6 
46.5 
32.0 
37.3 
31.5 
16.7 
23.7 
11.5 
29.6 
7.4 
21.3 
48.5 
- 3.1 
-6.4 
2.0 
-5.0 
1H0ward ,:, 
13.8 ~efferson 
2 7 .5 Johns on':' 
- - Kearney~' 
- - Keith 
- - Keya Paha" 
24.3 Kimball 
23.1 Knox':' 
37.9 Lancast e r 
Lincoln 
153 
113 
122 
134 
140 
96 
208 
133 
140 
146 
23.7 Logan':' - -
18.7 L oup" - -
38.3 McPhers on':' - -
28.8 Madi son 101 
48.7 IMerrick', 126 
33.8 iMo rrill* 126 
42 .2 !Nance* 103 
44.1 !Nemaha 127 
35.9 Nuckolls 1 33 
13.80toe 112 
41.5 Pawnee" 116 
25.4 Perkins " 139 
16.0 Phelps 119 
23.7 Pierce ':' 148 
34.6 Platte 166 
- - Polk':' 114 
32.4 Red W i llow 129 
47.6 Richardson 127 
42.2 R o ck" 110 
- - Saline 82 
17.4~a rpy 271 
17.4 iSaunders 123 
32.4 Sc otts Bluff 188 
32 .0 Seward 144 
28.1 Sheridan':' 159 
2.9 Sherman':' 105 
~i oux" 105 
- 21. 9 Stanton" 163 
- - Thaye r " 113 
32.4 Thomas ~:: --
15.3 Thu rs t o n ':' 155 
42.2 Valley':' 141 
15.3 Washington 118 
29.6 Wayne 129 
33.8 Webs te r':' 126 
43 .2 Whee le r !:~ --
- - Yo r k 15 1 
188 
128 
113 
138 
159 
112 
149 
140 
79 
124 
98 
79 
144 
137 
97 
119 
87 
120 
175 
104 
130 
138 
110 
76 
323 
134 
182 
180 
185 
64 
180 
87 
189 
136 
106 
108 
160 
137 
106 
133 
129 
125 
150 
127 
152 
136 
129 
167 
121 
11 2 
130 
122 
114 
206 
124 
175 
160 
123 
129 
129 
88 
132 
115 
194 
10 8 
133 
131 
115 
154 
152 
116 
147 
126 
126 
144 
147 
1 3 . 3 
3.8 
6.3 
8.5 
17 .5 
7 . 2 
4 .0 
9 .7 
15.7 
10.4 
1. 9 
8.5 
7 .2 
6 .1 10.1 
- .9 
18 .1 
9.5 
8.0 
10. 8 
4. 3 12.7 
8 .2 7.5 
9 .4 12.1 
. 3 - 6.6 
7.6 7.1 
7.2 - .5 
.8 -6 .2 
7.2 11.0 
8. 7 10. 8 
3 .5 - .7 
5 .1 5. 9 
10. 3 -3. 9 
5.3 --
12. 9 5.4 
15.1 16.3 
4.0 1.4 
8.0 8. 1 
7.3 9-. 7 
3 .1 3.8 
- 5:8 - 8. 0 
19.2 20.7 
6 .2 8.4 
18 . 7 18 .2 
11.2 18.2 
14 . 2 20.1 
1.6 -11. 6 
1.6 --
15. 9 18 .5 
3.7 -4 . 3 
9. 7 
8 .1 
15.1 
5 .8 
3.7 
7.6 
6.3 
4.5 
23.0 
6.4 
19.6 
14.3 
6.1 
8.0 
5.7 
- 3.8 
8.3 
4.6 
19.3 
2.3 
8 .0 
8 . 9 
4 .6 
14.4 
12.5 
14.2 21.9 4.5 
11.1 10.2 12.0 
5.0 1.6 7.4 
8.1 -- 7.2 
7.5 2.4 12.5 
12.7 12.5 12.8 
34.7 
11.5 
18.1 
25.4 
28.6 
-4.1 
51.9 
24.8 
28.6 
31.5 
46.8 
2 1. 9 
11.5 
27.5 
37.1 
10.7 
32.9 
28.6 
1.0 -26.1 
20.7 19 .4 
20 . 7 -2.0 
6.7 -26.5 
21.3 30.6 
24.9 27 . 9 
10.7 - 3.1 
13.8 16.0 
28.1 -14. 9 
16.0 --
22.4 16.7 
39.8 42.9 
12.3 3.5 
22.5 23.1 
21.3 27.5 
9.1 9.1 
21.9 -31.6 
63. 1 30.9 
19.6 24.4 
46.8 45.1 
31.6 44.5 
32.1 46.0 
4.8 56.2 
4.8 --
38.7 44.5 
11.5 14.9 
35.5 
29.1 
15.3 
22.5 
20.6 
33 . 8 
47.1 
26.5 
5.7 
7.4 
66.2 
27.0 
5.7 
25.0 
22.5 
22.5 
33 . 3 
21.3 
34.2 
26.5 
22.5 
40.2 
17 .4 
10 .7 
23.1 
19.1 
13.2 
51.5 
1 9 .4 
42.9 
37.5 
1 B.7 
26.5 
16.0 
-13 .6 
24.2 
13 .1 
48.5 
7.4 
24.9 
23.7 
1 3 .1 
35. 1 
34.3 
13.8 
32.0 
20.6 
20.6 
30.6 
3 2.0 
lReplacement Ratio s defined in Table II. 2Replacement Rates d e fine d in Table II. 3Percentages of Rura l Young Men reaching 
working age who will NOT be able to find economic oppo rtuniti es by replacing o lder men in the rural population . #Minus perce nt-
age indicate s percentage of entrants need e d to replace departures. 
':'Tota1 1 960 populat ion of the county is "Rural. " according to 1960 Census of P o pulation criteria. 
Source: Same as T able 1. Note: Data insufficient to yield reliable results in 9 counties shown without ratio s and rates. 
thl! agl! group 2:0-64 in thl! rural population of thl! niM arl!a~. the prl!.ent decade, with 17.2:", compared to 16.7'1'. for the region and 
number of entrants. departure •. and the net number for the decade 22:% for the nation. This ,tate is among the 2:S . tates ranking in 
are given by total rural. rural nonfarm. and rural farm categories the lower half wi th growth rates ranging fr om 10 to 2:1 %. The 
in Table I. Repla cement ratios. replacement rates, and the per_ range among the 2:S s tates in the top half is from 22: to almost 72:%, 
centage. needing new job opportunities are given for e a c h category wi th Nevada M the t op of the list . Nebraska is one of 13 s tates 
in each area in Table It. County data under the lame heading. (including the Dakotas. Kansa., Oklahoma, and Minnesota in th is 
a ppear in Table tll. in which the greal variation~ in dis tribut ion 
and extl!nt of the rural labor supply a mong the 84 counties for 
which f igures are available should be noted. 
In replacement rate, the pe r centage by which the working-agl! 
pot'ulation would incrl!ase during the decade if no net inmigration 
or outmigration occu rre d, the stat e has, as has been noted, a per-
centage of 9.7 fo r rural males of the 2:0 to 6 4 age group. When the 
IS and 19 yea r olds are included , this increases to 13.1%. howevl!r . 
Significantly. it i~ in the farm g r oup that the greates t increase is 
seen - from 10.5 to 14.6'" - whereas the nonfa rm groul' rises from 
8.8 to 11.6% when the younger men are included . 
sect ion of the country) with percentage increases ranging between 
IS a nd 19.9% in this decade. 
Smaller increases in the labor force ar!! projected for eac h of 
the s tate s between 1970 a nd 1980 . The national growth is expected 
to drop from 2:2: to IS.,., and the Nebraska increa se is projected as 
only 12 .6%. dropping this s tate to 45th place. The state is one of 
IS expected to ahow percentage ri.es ranging between 10 and 14 .9 
in the next decade. 
In the present decade. the number of young workers 14 to 24 in -
creases quite markedly, reflecting the high birth rate in the y e a ts 
immediately after World War 11. because many of these individuals 
By calculating the percentage of rural young men nOw reaching have already entered the work force or will do so before 1970 . In 
working ase who must now .eek nl!W job opportunities Or go else-
where 1.0 work. i t is found that 27'" of the rural youth of Nebra ska 
arl! in this category (26% for nonfarm and 2:9'" fo r farm worke r.) 
when t he 20-64 ase group is used. When t he IS and 19 ye ar o lds 
are included, the percenta ges change to 35.,. of all rural youth (32:'" 
of nonfarm and 37% of farm males) who mu.t be provided with new 
job openings or they will have to migrate from their home com-
munities to find work. 
Basic data. including re pla cement ratios and rate s. s hown in the 
table. accompanying th is article are derived from a study enti tled 
Potential ~ ~ Replacement 'l! ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 
Aile 1960-70, which attempts to approximate potent ial replacement 
this same j>eriod, the number of workers 25 and over rises much 
Ie., ~har"ly. In Neb ra ~ka. the la bor force o f ages 14 to 2:4 is 
increasing by 63.7%. 1960 - 70. while workers 24-S4 are growing in 
numbers by only 7.S",. 
Between 1970 and 19S0 the labor force growth palterns are ex -
" ected to diller substantially from those de~c ribed for the present 
decade. The most marked difference will occur among the younger 
workers . For the nation, the number of workers 14 to 2:4 will rise 
o nly about one-third as fast a s in the previous decade . 
In this s tate, the number o f workers o f both sexes between the 
ages 14 to 24 ia expected to show a gain of only 13% from 1970-19S0, 
whereas the group aged 24 to 54 will increase by 16.s,.. Wo rkers 
of the rural population group a s const ituted at the beginning of the SS and over are g rowing in numbe r by S.7'" in the t' reee nt decade , 
pe r iod . For this reason mig ration to Or from the rural area. is but thi s group is expected to show no change in the next decade. 
not taken into account. Sophisticated tec hniques were used in com- Significant c hanges in the labor force participa t ion rate are 
put ing the replacement measure. to fulfill the intent o f the ftiudy. among the projections for Nebra.ka . In 1960, 5S.9'" o f the total 
To make the information more readily usable and mOre directly r,opu latio n 14 years of age a nd over was in the labor forc e; this i. 
applicable to p lans for economic growth in specific counties and expected to increase to 59 .1'" in 1970 and to 61.1.,. in 1980. Pro· 
area$ of Nebraska. ye r centagea have been computed by the Bureau jected c hange. in the labor force in relation to population changel 
of Businen Research. It i ll hoped that the data here present ed will indicat e a labor force increase of 17.2'" contrasted to a population 
be uaeful to comm uni ty and regional planning groups. rise of 10.8.,.. 1960-1970. In the next decade, howeve r. t he labor 
Total labor force projections for the state fo r the decades 1960 - force is expected to rile only 12.6%. and the population 9'10. These 
70 and 1970 _80 are also of lIignifi cance in relation to this s tudy . and other s ta te projections are s hown in Table IV be low. 
Nebraska Is to rank 38th in percenta ge Increa se In t he 
TABLE IV 
AND LABOR 
Labor Force 
Labor Force as Percentage Lab<>. 
of Population Force 
19S0 1960 1970 1980 1960 1970 1980 
U. S. 
Both sexes, 14 &. ove r 126.2:77 141S. 944 173,161 S2 . 5S7 100,670 SS . 3 S7 .2: 58.1 18 .0 22.0 16.3 18.1 
Central 
Both se xe s , 14 &. ove r 10,82:7 11, 80S 13.179 6,772 5S.4 S7. S S8.8 12. S 16.7 14.S 16. 9 
NEBRASKA 
Bot h ,exe a , 14 &. ove r 
." 1,104 1, 2:04 556 
'" 
735 SS.9 S9.1 61.1 10.8 17.2: '.0 12:.6 
Male 
To~l. 14 &. over .88 531 587 '88 ". .68 79.S 78.9 79.7 10.1 9:3 .. , 10.l 
14 - 24 10' 148 16' 64 10> '" 62:.S 6S.S 70.9 44.8 S7.9 '.0 12:.9 2:S - S4 Z47 2:S0· 
'" 
Z38 
'" 
Z77 96.2: 96 .S 96 .6 l.Z 1.8 14.6 14.4 
SS yt'ars It over 139 139 139 
" 
81 76 6!.9 57.9 55.1 
•• 
- 6.2: - .4 - S .2: 
Female 
Total, 14 a.. ove r 508 566 617 168 
'" '" 
33.2: 40.l 13.3 II.S 35.5 ••• 17 .0 14-2:4 10, 147 158 38 65 74 36.8 44.3 46.S 42.S 71.9 7.' 13.9 
2S - S4 'SO ZSo '" ~ " .16 140 37.S 46.3 
SO.O 22.3 12.2 21.2 
S5 yean a.. over 155 
." 178 36 48 53 2:3.2 2:8.0 2:9.7 
.. , 31.S ••• 11.0 
